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ABANDONMENT. 


Commission rejects request that certificate be conditioned to require 
Hamilton to obtain abandonment authorization from State Commission 
even though it is not a requirement under State law. City of Hamilton, Ohio. 

In prior proceedings relating to abandoned sales where potential refund 
obligation Involved a de minimis amount and just and reasonable rate for 
such sale had not been determined; Commission has terminated proceeding. 
Since just and reasonable rate has been determined for sales here, the i 
minimis abandonment rule does not apply and motion to terminate is 
denied. Mobil Oil Corp 


ACCOUNTS & ACCOUNTING. 


Power Company will not be subjected to any unduly burdensome costs 
by requirement that it keep its accounts in accordance with Commission’s 
ae System of Accounts for Public Utilities. Florida Power & Light 

‘0 

Assertion that Company will incur estimated 4 to 6 million dollar expense 
to complete initial plant inventory required by Uniform System of Accounts 
is based on indefinite and conjectural evidence, plainly revealing a mis- 
understanding of requirements of Commission’s Regulations. Jd 

To extent that exemption from accounting requirements is sought 
because Company’s transmission of energy is predominantly intrastate, 
Commission restates Connecticut Light and Power Co. and notes that 
proponents of Power Act regarded it as essential that Commission possess 
power to get accounting information under a unified system, re ess of 
fact that reporting utility might also be subject to state regulation. Id_--- 


AIR POLLUTION. 
See CERTIFICATES, 4. Factors, (a) Air Pollution. 


CERTIFICATES. 


1. Competine INTERESTS. 

While Seaboard would seer lose some load and not show as high 
rate of growth, it has not proven that diversion of Commonwealth and 
Washington load to another pipeline would be detrimental to Seaboard 
and its customers to any significant iene and ignores possibility of off- 
setting sales elsewhere. Columbia Gulf Transmission Co 

Economic losses to Seaboard resulting from diversion of Washington 
and Commonwealth load are in no way comparable to substantial benefits 
which would accrue to latter and their customers from purchase Of gas 
from Transcontinental. Id 

Any possible effects of loss of markets should be considered on a system- 
wide-basis—there is nothing in record to show that loss of market to Sea- 
board involved here would have any effect on its parent’s [Columbia Gas] 
system financing. Id 

Possible losses of market by Seaboard, subject to Commission control, 
should not prevent approval of Transco’s present proposal with immediate 
benefits accruing to Washington, Commonwealth and their customers. Jd -- 

Since the service with respect to additional volumes of gs promises to 
offer greater benefits when supplied by Transco than by Seaboard, Com- 
mission grants certificates to former. Id 

It would not be proper to make a determination of Seaboard’s partial 
requirements case here; such determination is not necessary, for es ted 
load diversion from Commonwealth and Washington is so limited that a PR 
schedule is not needed to enable Commission to decide whether to _ 
certificate for additional gas sales by Transco rather than Seaboard. [d__- 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 


1. CompeTinG INTERESTs—Continued 
Distinguishing El Paso, Commission concludes that a pipeline has no 


—s interest in a market that must be perpetually protected by regula- 
tion. Id 


It is axiomatic that utilities are natural monopolies and unbridled 
competition within utility sector would lead to greater costs to detriment 
of consumers and utilities themselves; however, a monopoly should not 
be automatically and consistently protected where it is demonstrated that 
competition would produce greater public benefits. Jd___-......--.- sll 

Prior cases favor introduction of an element of competition where its 
operative effect will tend to promote public interest; this reflects sound 
regulatory policy based squarely upon policies underlying Gas Act. Id_-_- 

Record indicates that potential competition afforded by Transco has 


already benefited public interest and promises to do so even further in 
future. Id 


Regulation can operate to control both the nature and the scope of 
competition in the natural gas industry. Id_.__.........-----.--------- 
Certification of Texas Gas as Hamilton’s future supplier is in the public 
interest and loss of the Hamilton load will not impair ability of Cincinnati 
Gas, Ohio Fuel and Kentucky Ohio to render natural gas service. City o 
Hamilton, Ohio 
Evidence conclusively establishes that Hamilton and its customers will 
obtain significant economic benefits from change in suppliers which will 
inure to the benefit of its customers in form of a rate reduction. Jd_-__-_- 
In considering whether economic advantages to Hamilton [from change 
in suppliers] would be outweighed by economic disadvantages to customers 
of Cincinnati Gas and Ohio Fuel, Commission adheres to principles of 
Lynchburg and Shrewsbury. Id_........-...--...---------+-----+------ 
Evidence is clear that Cincinnati Gas’ loss of Hamilton market will 
shortly be offset by an increase in its other sales. Jd____......._.---.-- 
Since Texas Gas’ proposal is preferred to that of Ohio Fuel, certificate 
requested by latter is denied on basis that it is not required by public 
convenience and necessity: Idi: iziuuwes oc il belseseesediieuvell css 
A natural gas company does not have a permanently fixed or vested 
interest in its existing markets; it should not be immunized from forces of 
competition operative within the industry. Id 
Commission rejects argument that instant proceeding was used as vehicle 
to promulgate new policy prohibiting interstate pipeline companies from 
selling natural gas to industrial customers if any distributor expressed a 
competitive interest. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co......-------.~---- 
In holding that a second source of gas supply for Washington and 
Commonwealth is clearly in the public interest, Commission relied pxri- 
marily on evidence of record which demonstrated that benefits to the public 
to be realized by the desirability of competition, increased service re- 
liability and lower cost of gas, off-set any economic effect upon the Colum- 
bia Companies and their customers. Columbia Gulf Transmission Co---.- 
In comparative hearing, Northern’s proposal to construct and operate 
separate pipeline is preferred to Transwestern proposal to exchange gas 
with Northern since record shows Northern’s unit costs to be lower, 
except at initial level of service. Northern Natural Gas Co 
In approving Natural’s proposal to construct and operate separate 
pipeline—as opposed to Transwestern’s proposal—Commission notes that 
an exchange agreement is designed for mutual benefit, while here, proposed 
exchange would result in more detriments than benefits to Natural; thus 
exchange cannot be approved because of its benefits to Transwestern. Jd_- 
In addition to unreliability for future of Transwestern’s rates, principal 
objections to its proposal relate to Natural’s need to develop’ a expand 
its gas supply—if dependent on Transwestern for gas supplies, Natural 
could be under a severe competitive disadvantage, Jd_......-.------- 
In light of disparities existing between Northern and Natural, case 


here is particularly unsuited for experimentation with novel notion of 
jointly-owned pipeline. Id 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 


1. Competine InTEREsts—Continued Page 
Rejecting Transwestern proposal and City of Chicago’s joint pipeline 
suggestion, Commission finds that public interest requires certification of 
separate facilities for Northern and Natural. Jd.___---___...-------_-- 661 
Where all relevant considerations do not militate in favor, of one of the 
competing applicants, it is Commission policy that service to an industrial 
customer be made by local distributor rather than its pipeline-supplier. 
Bagible GGT TANI CV a. tc oats teen pn dicriaivice ancien éinhain wae. onl tae 
In resolving public interest question of whether et a or its distributor- 
customer should make direct industrial sale, it is not determinative that 
industrial customer can get a slightly lower price from distributor; what is 
determinative is effect of sale on the other customers of pipeline and 
GinGOG. Fee oe ne arcane she Sateen Seen 923 
Utilizing either an incremental or rolled-in method of costing, it is clear 
that Humble could only supply Mississippi additional gas under its G-1 


sotiedule at a-loas: Fd. gas 3255 2S) SAO Ie eee ee 924 
Instant circumstance respecting cost alone, is sufficient to require certi- 
fication of pipeline to serve industrial customer directly. Jd_ ~~... -2--- 924 


Limitations of paragraph 10 of tariff [prohibiting distributor frum selling 
gas purchased under pipeline’s Rate Schedule G-1 to any industrial cus- 
tomer in exeess of specified monthly amounts] affords pipeline-supplier a 
significant if not decisive advantage over distribution customers in com- 
peting for new industrial loads, which js wholly at yariance with Commis- 
sion policy to permit, where consistent with publie interest, free and active 
competition to new markets and ieoes pan teen it does not protect 


pipeline from excessive demands, Jd_.2). 2222-2221 222222. 925 
Argument that Commission refused to consider comparative costs oi 
competing projects is rejected: Northern Natural Gas Co___-__-_---__---- 1006 


Under most favorable conditions shown in record, indicated immediate 
cost advantages from acceptarice of Transwestern proposal are more than 
offset by risks of chan circumstances and handicaps to Natural in 
obtaining gas supplies and competing as a pipeline. Jd___.i2l2. 90. 2Lb-UL 1007 
In eva ee com ive proposals should be certificated, Com- 
mission is guided by mandates that it act in furtherance of interests of 
United States consumers. Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co. 222222 Lic 1080 
Commission discusses costs and rates of comparative proposals. Jd. 1081, 1084 
Since all proposals here are dependent upon Trans-Canada’s reserves, 
which are found adequate, the gas supply issue is immaterial. for compara- 
tive purposes. Id_.__..-----.4+s aemieh ase Mecbebawek bss ldjiek ) 1064 
State generally, Great Lakes’ proposal alone will offer poeniiiy of 
providing United States consumers with an additional source of supply, in 
event of National or local emergency affecting domestic production and will 
provide a basis for further competition in the midwest. Jd______- eatididectiens ie, ST 
Benefit to our National security from Great Lakes potential cannot be 
overstated—Commission. cannot ignore fact that Great Lakes line may 
well serve as a competitive stimulus in the midwest. Jd__.-.._- pie ate 1086 
Commission rejects contention that neither application be approved prior 
to correlation of our natural gas import policy with the Mandatory Oil 
Tapoet POI, OES = cia 3s ote n on on tet cn ateeatce Peace naa meaienaaaiaan 1088 
t would not be ron to consider, in comparative analysis, 
projects that would be wholly constructed outside United States; therefore 
intervener’s petition to reopen is denied. Id__-_-_-...-..-------.------ 1089 
Having examined the merits of the proposed service by Algonquin 
vis-a-vis service by Tennessee Commission concludes, upon com tive 
analysis, that public convenience and necessity requires service by Ten- 
nessee. Algonquin Gas Transmission Co_....-..--.-------------------- 1132 
Conclusion that Tennessee should serve Hartford turns on comparative 
merits of Algonquin and Tennessee with respect to savings to Hartford and 
ite ultiniste CULE Tee ee ee eee eee come oea 1133 
Record shows that a delivery to Hartford by Tennessee for account of 
Algonquin would cost Hartford substantially more than if it purchased the 
requirements directly from Tennessee. [d_._.__.._._.-.---.---------.-- 1134 


339-484—72——-82 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 
2. CONDITIONS, , 
Commission has jurisdiction to condition a transportation certificate to 

require pipeline to assure that producer-utility contract price be adjusted— 

question: is, not whether Commission can condition but whether public 
interest requires.it. Florida Gas Transmission Co__._.------------------ 

To condition 7(c) certificate to future conformance with just and rea- 
sonable rate, would be to deny utility and its consumers the certainty: of 
supply and field price which has been negotiated. Jd___.-......--.-.__- 

Commission conditions transportation certificate upon producers filing 
appropriate assurances of willingness to adjust takes so that not more 
than 85% of the gas comes from off-shore sources, not subject to tax. Id_. 

3. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 

Since Texas Gas’ proposal is preferred to that of Ohio Fuel, certificate 
requested by latter is aeniad on, basis that itis, not required by public 
convenience and necessity. City of Hamilton, Ohio_________-....--.-.-. 

From. public’s standpoint, ) pro new. supplies of gas will. effect 
substantial cost savings to Florida Gas and its customers. Florida Gas 
Transmisnten, COy0-<04 ndlevesls apidiedose) Tusa} 30 Lue dasaeedeu-uescaned 

The Gas Act requires that Commission issue a certificate if proposed 
service is.or will be required, by the present or future public convenience 
and necessity; not, only is there no prohibition to the issuance of a second 
certificate for an. area slreny being served, but such a possibility is ex- 
pressly recognized.in Section 7(g).: City of Hamilton, Ohio. ...-2-.----.+ 

Commission cannot allow customers in one. part. of the country to pay 
more for gas in order to benefit gas consumers. in other areas, Northern 
Natural Gas Co-.-: 

Evidence conclusively establishes that Hartford and its customers. will 
obtain significant economic benefits from addition of Tennessee as second 
source of.gas supply. Algonquin Gas Transmission Co 

4. Facrors. } if 

(a) Air Pollution. 

Noting, that, it would not be justified in requiring that gas be burned 
in any particular plant, Commission states that important considerations 
are presented on air pollution question and utility should cooperate with 
amend health authorities on place of its use. Florida Gas Transmission 

0 


ee ee ee eee eee eee 


(by een Cdg 
See CERTIFICATES, 1, Compntine Intprests. 
(c) Pinancing. : 
While there is no issue as to engineering or economic feasibility, because of 
posible changes in money market, Florida Gas is required to submit 
nancing plan for approval prior to conimencement of construction. Florida 
Gab: TV CO erie ads Sane cated ieee canine eMee tne 
Great Lakes’ certificate is, conditioned to provide that it submit for 
approval a financing plan providing that common equity be maintained at 
not less than 15 percent of total capitalization and no dividends be paid on 
common stock as long as long-term debt exceeds 75 percent of total capitali- 
zation. Great Lukes Gas Transmission -Co---2- 2-2. -.---- OS te ea ieee 
d) Gas Supply. iso | r 
In addition to unreliability for future of. Transwestern’s rates, spripetpes 
objections to its proposal relate to Natural’s need to develop and expand 
its gas supply—if dependent. on Transwestern for gas supplies, Natural 
os d be under a severe. competitive. disadvantage. Northern Natural Gas 


In view of prior experience with development, of reserves in Permian 
Basin, and fact that;Northern’s most.recent reserve showing is nine months’ 
old; Northern is required to file up-to-date data establishing adequacy of 
26-inch: line to. transport proven .reserves.from Delaware Basin, or alter- 
natively amendment, of its.application for appropriately sized line: Jd. _... 

Record establishes that Trans-Canada has.a reserve life of 21.6.years.and 
deliverability of proven reserves is sufficient to meet its requirements for 
14 years. Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 


4. Factors—Continued 
(d). Gas Supply—Continued 

Since all proposals here are dependent upon Trans-Canada’s reserves, 
which are found adequate, the gas supply issue is immaterial for com- 
parative purposes, Jd 

Stated erally, Great Lakes’ proposal alone will offer possibility of 
providing, nited States consumers with an additional source of supply in 
event of National or local emergency affecting domestic production and will 
provide a basis for further competition in the midwest. Jd 

Great Lakes’ capacity could well prove to be an economical source of 
additional gas for Northern, since if occasion arose, those supplies could be 
utilized to serve increasing market requirements on northern end of its 
system. Id 

(e) Initial Rates & Tariff Provisions. 

In view of considerations here, certificate is conditioned to provide that 
rates to be effective when new facilities into operation shall be those 
proposed by company; rate proceedings will be instituted by further order 
to cnretna just and reasonable rate levels. Florida Gas Transmission Co- - 

An essential consideration in issuance of permanent certificates’ is 
whether “‘price is right’’—price should be neither higher nor lower than 
existing level at which substantial volumes of gas are contracted for sale 
and moved in interstate commerce. Apache Corp 

(f) Market. 

Distinguishing El Paso, Commission concludes that a pipeline has no 
vested interest in a market that must be perpetually protected by regula- 
tion. Columbia Gulf Transmission Co 

Commission rejects argument that Trans-Canada’s market growth in 
eastern Canada will be insufficient to support either proposal. Great Lakes 
Gas Transmission Co 

Commission diseusses market testimony in comparative proposals. Id__ 

5. GENERAL. 

Tf Natural entered into an exchange transaction with Transwestern it 
could not use a budget-type authorization under Section 157.7(b) of the 
Regulations as it could if it were connecting supplies to its own system. 
Northern Natural Gas Co 

Contention that Great Lakes is not a qualified applicant because equal 
ownership of its stock by Trans-Canada and American Natural might re- 
sult in a deadlock is rejected; Commission perceives nothing objectionable 
about arbitration ment here. Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co 

Instant decision should not be misunderstood as signaling the institution 
of a 7(a) proceeding every time a pipeline files a certificate application. 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co. 

Congress has entrusted Commission with a mandate to assure natural 
gas service to ultimate consumers at lowest reasonable rates. Jd 

6. Jomntiy-OwNeEp PrIPeLines. 

In light of disparities existing between Northern and Natural, case 
here is particularly unsuited for experimentation with novel notion of 
jointly-owned pipeline. Northern Natural Gas Co 

Commission finds that long term advantages resulting from certification 
of two separate pipelines, as proposed, outweigh possible short term ad- 
vantnary which might be realized through construction of joint pipeline. 


Rejecting Transwestern ‘proposal and. City of Chicago’s joint: pipeline 
suggestion, Commission jinds that :public interest requires certification of 
separate facilities for Northern and Natural. Jd 

7. Rate Martrers. 

There is nothing in the Gas Act or the cases that limits Commission in 
treating pipeline rate issue here. Florida Gas Transmission Co 

It is not appropriate here to make a determination of Florida Gas’ costs, 
= allocate costs to company’s rate schedules and to determine its rates. 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 

7. Rate Matrers—Continued 

Florida Gas’ entire rate proposal in this certificate proceeding and the 
vara questions of rate design can be determined in a separate proceed- 
ing. Id 29/39221 PARLOR -2OkT TT COUT SASDESIOD | 91 SA PRR EOd Oe ie 

Commission analysis of investment costs and stated costs-of-service, 
is not for purpose of passing on propriety of offered rates—this is a cer- 
tificate, not'a rate case; it could not be certain now that rates proposed 
by applicants would be found justified in the crucible of a rate proceeding. 
Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co___. 2-2-2 22 kee 

Great Lakes’ departure from Seaboard formula in setting rate design 
is justified. Id 

8. Service ARBA, 

Distinguishing El Paso, Commission concludes that a pipeline has no 
vested interest in a market that must be perpetually protected by regula- 
tion. Columbia Gulf Transmission Co. 22uci.22. Jose eee siul el. 

Commission conclusion as to absence of any legal impediment to certi- 
fication of Texas Gas [to serve area already served by another gas com- 
pany] is reinforced by language of Section 7(g) of the Natural Gas Act. 
City of Hanilten,: QhtooX 220 asso sdovolvlersbindoseu busses ovr 

A natural gas company does not have a permanently fixed or vested 
interest in its existing markets; it should not be immunized from forces 
of competition operative within the industry. Id 

9. Temporary CERTIFICATES. 

Since proposed rate does not exceed applicable area rate ceiling deter- 
mined in. Permian [Op. 468], Commission waives, conditiom in temporary 
certificate. which prohibited amy rate increase filing and allows such rate 
to become effective as of date of expiration of statutory. notice. Samedan 
Ot Corn: (Onttatar) | n- oaniseren doberel - dads -$5S Hue Beas - nee 

Petition for. revocation, of temporary. certificate:is denied. Since all 
remaining construction work will not significantly increase any land 
damage, suspension of construction at this late stage, could cause more 

roblems for public at large, as well as pipeline, than completion, The 
anufacturers Light and Heat Co... 2 ~~~ ang ene enene penne enn-seee is 

10. TRANSPORTATION SERVICE. 

Commission has ‘jurisdiction to condition a transportation certificate 
to pyqune pipeline to assure that producer-utility contract price be ad- 
justed—question is not whether Commission can condition but whether 
public interest requires it. Florida Gas Transmission Co______----..---. 

Commission conditions transportation certificate upon producers filing 
appropriate assurances of willingness to adjust takes so that not more than 
8 % of the gas comes from off-shore sources, not subject to tax. Jd 


CONTRACTS. 


Seventh Amendment to Policy Statement applies only where price 
escalation clauses are being eliminated from a binding contract which has 
at least 5 years remaining on its term; it does not apply to situations where 
underlying contracts involved are held invalid or terminated after service 
has begun; in such Case no express price escalations are needed for seller 
to file increases. L. EB. Smith 

Commission does not require firm contracts before licensing hydro- 
electric projects if other evidence sufficiently shows ability to finance 
project as well as marketability of power. Rocky Mountain Power Co_._- 

Since the contract with pipeline has expi producer is not barred 
from filing a unilateral increase. Accordingly, there is no justification for 
rejecting its increase as requested by pipeline. T’exaco Inc_.._.......-.-- 

Suggestion that Commission institute a rule-making proceeding to 
establish appropriate rules to govern unilateral increases by producers 
after the expiration or cancellation of their contracts is denied. Aside from 
any question as to legality of such action, problems which may arise from 
@ unilateral filing can better be disposed of on a case-by-case basis because 
of the many variables involved. Jd 
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COST OF SERVICE. 
TAXES. 


It is appropriate to modify prior settlement order to restore the 5 percent 
limit to tax savings. which may be reflected if the Commission in a further 
proceeding determines that consolidated tax savings should be reflected in 
espondents’ cost-of-service. Atlantic Seaboard Corp... .....-.-+.----..- 508 


DECLARATION OF INTENTION. 


Whether or not Georgia Power agreed with Commission advice that 
North Georgia Development was subject to licensing requirements, it was 
under obligation to file a declaration of intention prior to construction of 
replacement dike. Georgia Power Co_..-.._-----+----------+---------- 625 


DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION. 


Reference in settlement order to a possible ultimate judicial determina- 
tion holding ‘‘such income tax normalization to be erroneous” must be 
read as applying to litigation before the courts at the time of settlement; 
thus, inasmuch as courts have ruled that deferral of liberalized depreciation 
benefits was lawful and within the puryiew of Commission’s administrative 
discretion, contingency provided in settlement order relative to liberalized 
depreciation never materialized and motion for further proceedings is 
denied. Teras Eastern Transmission Corp_-.----------------Aecu 2 24Lk 98 


EXEMPTION. 
See JURISDICTION, 3. Exemption. 


EXPORTATION AND IMPORTATION. 


Since proposal involves no facilities at the border for physical connec- 
tion between this country and: a foreign country, relevant agencies of the 
Executive Branch conclude that Executive Order No. 10485 does. not 
apply. In view of this conclusion and absent. any basis for an independent 
position to the contrary, Commission dismisses permit application filed 
concurrently with Section 3 application seeking authorization to export 
Liquid Natural Gas to Japan. However, in future cases of this nature 
Commission will continue to secure views of Departments of State and 
Defense before taking action under Section 3 of the Gas Act. Phillips 
Pétroleum.Co...--<..-3i.- Hsliiuaiklay. 4d, (USDS_ aeLisod. tu saat 778 
Commission concludes that impact of the Canadian import duty would 
have a depressing effect on market growth rate and accordingly there has 
not been an adequate market presentation to support Northern’s proposal. 
Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co____._..-_.-.---+---2--2-42---L----- 1085 
Commission rejects contention that neither application be approved 
prior to correlation of our natural gas import policy with the Mandatory 
Oil Import: Phogvemafds ou. saila Lawdibeuigow busca. Jb 1088 
Section 3 of the Natural Gas Act provides that Commission shall issue 
an order permitting importation of gas unless it finds that the proposed 
importation ‘‘will not be consistent with the public interest.”” Jd______--- 1088 
Decision here is not intended to commit Commission to any long-range 
policy respecting importation of natural gas; rather it is consistent with 
i treatment where each import proposal was considered on its merits. 


Page 


INTERCONNECTION, 


Rejecting argument that it has no power to institute Section 7(a) pro- 
ceedings on its own initiative, Commission states that plain meaning of 
Section 7(a) is controlling and each of its requirements is met here. Algon- 

Gin Gas TTEReN ERED: Cini enn cmah) ccd vied anlalabie aelesnes samme ee b ae 1134 

Mere failure to use authority granted by Section 7(a) does not negate 
ite contéminm enmatenee. 16.4 0:5 % divncnachiinn euiclen <eeaoneniaeetibeniasd 1137 

Instant decision should not be misunderstood as signaling the institu- 
on of a 7(a) proceeding every time a pipeline files a certificate application. ‘ih 

Tennessee’s -ability to provide adequate service to existing customers 
will not be impaired by issuance of Section 7(a) order directing Tennessee 
to provide service to Hartford. Id... 2... 2.22 es 1142; 1170 
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JUDICIAL REVIEW. 


In rate suspension proceeding where question of validity of Respondent’s 
contraets has become a matter of litigation in state court, Commission 
action on such questions is deferred. L. EB. Smith... 2-2-2 22 2k 

Reference in settlement order to a possible ultimate judicial determina- 
tion holding “‘such income tax normalization’ to be erroneous’’ must’ be 
read as applying to litigation before the courts at the time of settlement; 
thus inasmuch as courts have ruled that deferral of liberalized deprecia- 
tion benefits was lawful and within the purview of, Commission’s admin- 
istrative discretion, contingency Drdvided in settlement order relative to 
liberalized depreciation never materialized and motion for further pro- 
ceedings is denied. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp_..-.-.------.----- 

Where, as here, Commission has held it has no jurisdiction over electric 
cooperative and there has been no showing of possible irreparable injury, 
request for stay pending judicial review is denied. Salt River Project Agri- 
cultural Improvement and Power District_......---.-----+----+----+--++ 

Pursuant to Court remand Commission permits intervention previously 
denied and reopens the case for further proceedings to afford Juarez Gas 
and all proper parties ‘the opportunity to develop a complete record on 
all issues bearing on the public interest and public convenience and neces- 
Bit y.” OMAP LIMEER, GORI, 000). aciisrwn- dye ah akabied Alte aiasatyaacide 


JURISDICTION. 

1. ACCOUNTING. 

Power Company will not be subjected to any unduly burdensome costs 
by requirement that it keep its accounts in accordance with Commission’s 
arenas System of Accounts for Public Utilities. Florida Power & Light 

6... nphusiuis Posie veke 303 -ibsoil gi in coluliset wii seedaxui Jezagoty 3 

2. Exectric Enerey, TRANSMISSION AND Sane in’ INTERSTATE 
CoMMERCE. 

Colorado-Ute Electric Association, Inc., is an interstate electric gener- 
ation and transmission cooperative financed in part by REA, as such, under 
Dairyland, it is not a public utility subject to Commission jurisdiction under 
Section 201 of the Power Act. Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement 
and Pdwer Distiets. zi asuvsegil kn exnniv.sicest 1). sua Luar Udi cuaize 

Federal Power Act does not require that party whose service is subject 
of a petition under Section 202(c) be a “public utility”. Jd_._......_.-_-- 

Where, as here, Commission has held it has no jurisdiction over electric 
cooperative and there has been no showing of possible irreparable injury, 
request for stay pending judicial review is denied. Id___-..22-+-22.--2--4 

Florida Power owns and operates facilities for transmission of electric 
energy in interstate commerce; such facilities do not fall within local cis- 
tribution exemption of Section 201(b) of the Power Act and Company must 
file original cost statements and comply with all other requirements of Com- 
mission’s Regulations under the Act. Florida Power & Light Co 

Argument that there is no record support for finding Florida Power is 
engaged in transmission of electric energy in interstate commerce is without 
merit; fact of its operation in electromagnetic unity with suppliers in and 
outside of Florida in and of itself demonstrates that it owns and operates 





Page 


80 


98 


724 


68 
69 


495 


wash 202. 547; 573 


facilities for interstate transmission of electric energy. Id .--~-~- 549; 564, et seq. 


Evidence convincingly establishes that electric energy is transmitted in 
interstate commerce to and from Power Company’s lines and. nature of 
such showing is consistent with and satisfies tests established in prior cases 
to support finding that wholesale sales are in interstate commerce. Id__-__- 

It is reasonable to rely on methodology used in prior cases to establish 
here that Florida Power is engaged in interstate transmission of electric 
energy and is thus a “public utility’’ within the meaning of the Act. Zd____ 

Staff’s power flow studies rest on concept that there is a commingling of 
energy from different sources at a bus with result that energy which flows 
away from stich bus is so fully commingled as to consist of energy which 
has entered bus both from interstate and intrastate sources. Id_________- 

Fact that Florida Power could operate as a self-sufficient utility is not 
controlling because it' simply does not operate the system in that manner— 
it_is the actual mode of opération, not how system could operate that is 
important: [d-.-===~-22<22=--2scccceeescii Dh DIOLS! OF Is SH 

Staff’s commingled method reflects physical reality of bus better than 
Florida Power’s steady state or system studies method. Id 


549 


550 


551 


Broke sesosta we eae aa 551; 570 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 


2. Exectric ENrerRGy, T&ANSMISSION AND SALE IN _ INTERSTATE 
Commerce—Continued / 

Assuming discretion to exercise jurisdiction here, Commission rejects de 
minimis argument, stating this is not a case where jurisdiction should be 
declined and it has already been determined that jurisdiction does not 
depend upon a finding of any pestioulet volume or proportion of interstate 
energy flowing in a system and such position has been judicially approved. 

Congress sought not only to give Commission exclusive jurisdiction over 
wholesale sales in interstate commerce, but additionally to supplement 
local regul@tions at the Federal level in such areas as accounting, interlock- 
ing directorates, mergers and consolidations and the promotion of inter- 
connection and coordination of nation’s facilities for generation, transmis- 
sion and sale of electric energy. Id_.v.-22 22202. lle ult eles ee 

Commission determines Florida Power is a ‘‘publie utility” within the 
meaning of Section 201 of the Federal Power Act-and thus subject to its 
JURA ONOR KG A Os Scien coninsisionnnsediee 2 cawaséu Wks damian $s, ceneduaed 

3. EXEMPTION. 

(a) Cooperatives. 

Congress never intended Commission to regulate cooperatives under the 
Federal Power Act—this intention is reflected in legislative history of 
Power Act; confirmed by that of Rural Electrification Act; strengthened 
by subsequent expressions by Rrongrese ; and ratified by Commission’s 
legislative interpretation. Dairyland Power Cooperative. .-_...-.-.-..2-.-.- 

Cooperatives financed by REA are not ‘‘public utilities” within meaning 
of Part II of Federal. Power Act. Idi... - 2.0. ses- ssee ene nese seinen 

Reviewing legislative history of Power Act, Commission concludes that 
Section 201 {t), exempting instrumentalities of the. United States, includes 
cooperative respondents since they are instrumentalities chosen by Congress 
“2 purpose of bringing abundant, low cost electric energy to rural America. 

d 


Concept has always been aoe eee that. privately owned cooperatives 
can become instrumentalities of Federal government when they are. chosen 
as means by which a federal purpose is effectuated. Id_ -_+ 

Upon analysis of administrative history regarding question of jurisdiction 
over cooperatives, Commission notes it is significant that in 30 years 
since enactment of Part II of Power Act, there has not been a single in- 
stance where it decided cooperatives are jurisdictional. Jd____-__--___--- 

While not of the opinion that Respondents heré are subject to its juris- 
diction under the Power Act, Commission’ makes clear that jurisdiction 
over major generating and transmission cooperatives in interstate com- 
merce, a8 opposed to those merely transmitting and distributing electric 
energy [including those generating small amounts of power] would be in 
the yniblie Intetenbe Fesc sncsscch sesscitecssdcshesrssceCeve lu srece 

(b) Producer Sales. 

Observing that no prior case has gone so far as to finda Congressional 
intent to bring direct industrial sales by producers ipso facto within ambit 
of statutory term, Commission points out that if decision here were to 
downgrade its responsibility to regulate interstate transportation of natural 
gas as compared with responsibility to regulate sales for resale, it would be 
writing a priority into the statute’ not.evident on its face. Florida Gas 
Tidnemissqon Ceo os ee ee a eo a 

Prior cases would not justify a ruling that regulatory tool of conditionin 
a transportation certificate up to and including control of field price, would 
not be possible as well under the first clause of Section 1(b) covering 
transportation, as under second clause, covering sales for resale. 7d 

GENERAL. 

Where Congress intends one agency of the Federal government to review 

the performance of another, it normally says so. Dairyland Power Coopera- 


is het faveted)- (Os) PAE TIA sk Ok) Ai SB OS a oo ae 


Commission’s jurisdictional reach does not extend to the liquid products. 
Florida Gas Transmission Co 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 
4. GenrraL—Continued 
Commission sees no rational way to hold that commingling is irrelevant 

in Texaco-Transco and, at same time find it fully controlling here—to make 

en a distinction would be to concede that form, not substance, controls. 

Unclosed ‘‘gap’” argument rejected; Commission noting that when it or 
courts have been constrained to close a “‘gap,’’ closure has been to achieve 
a more worthy objective than regulatory symmetry, Jd...-..--.------- 

Neither on a spice basis nor en matter of desirability of maintaining 
integrity of jurisdictional market can it be said that instant case is an attrac- 
tive vehicle to extend jurisdictional perimeters. Jd 

5. MERGER. 

Interpretations of subsequent Congresses are not equivalent to the inten- 
tion of the Congress enacting the bill. Dairyland Power Cooperative_..__- 

6. NaturAL Gas, TRANSMISSION AND SAL® ror Resate in INTERSTATE 
CoMMERCE. 

Commission finds Lo-Vaca and Amerada not in point since both involved 
attempts on part of a jurisdictional pipeline to differentiate gas on a 
jurisdictional-nonjurisdictional basis by contract, either as to nature of use 
(Lo-Vaca) or place of use (Amerada). Florida Gas Transmission Co_------- 

Commission has jurisdiction to condition a transportation certificate to 
require pipeline to assure that producer-utility contract price be adjusted— 
question is not whether Commission can condition but whether public 
interest requires 10) fai. suluViL Ue ce ee eo eo nae Pos ay 

Commission in an area rate proceeding has the power to determine the 
proper rate fora transportation service by an independent producer; the 
existence of a jurisdictional sale or purchase is not a prerequisite to the 
exercise of such power. Area Rate Proceeding (Texas Gulf Coast Area)___-- 

7. Rates. 

Even in absence of legislation, Congress assumed that REA, as previously 
established by Executive Order, had! power to control rates. Dairyland 
eo cence ns ce lla teen aecligeninm nt te ah ace aomianeen 

8. Royauty InTPRESTs. 

In a proceeding to determine whether royalty payments made to lessors 
are subject to Commission jurisdiction under the Gas Act, it was proper 
to exclude evidence as to particular royalty agreements and particular 
circumstances other than those involving royalty interests party to the 
proceedings. Evidence relating to general industry contracting practices 
with respect to gas leases should be admitted so that Commission may be 
fully informed as to general background of the problem and possible eco- 
nomic and legal consequences before making its determination. William 
Harvey Denman, Trustee 

9. State Law. 

To extent that exemption from accounting requirements is sought 
because company’s transmission of energy is predominantly intrastate, 
Commission restates Connecticut Light and Power Co. and notes that propon- 
ents of Power Act regarded it as essential that Commission possess power 
to get accounting information under a unified system, regardless of fact 
that reporting utility might also be subject to state regulation. Florida 
Power & Light Co 
LICENSE. 

1. ANNUAL CHARGE. 

Commission pevetior in evaluating potential hydroelectric projects, where 
rarest would be lost due to flood flows, has been to credit project with 
u 


capacity value where capability will be available 95 percent of time. 
Virginia Electric & Power Co 


Under instant circumstances, Commission concludes Licensee’s Roanoke 
Rapids project has not realized any dependable capacity gain as result of 
operations of upstream federal projects. [John H. Kerr and Philpott] Jd_ - 

Commission finds that Roanoke Rapids experienced energy gains from 
oo improvements in amount of $983,300 for the period involved. 
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LICENSE—Continued 

1. ANNUAL CHarGge—Continued 

Dead storage facilities at Philpott and Kerr are integral to impoundment 
and capital invested in such facilities should be included in computation of 
Section 10(f) costs. Id 

Value of power at federal headwater improvements is price at which it 
can be marketed under Section 5 of the Flood Control Act of 1944, re- 
quiring that it be marketed at cost. Id 

It was proper to exclude evidence on Licensee’s claim for offsets against 
Kerr based on minimum off-peak releases required for pollution abatement 
and low water regulation. Jd 

There is no authority under Federal Power Act which permits su 
transfer of administrative charges under Section 10(e) to Section 10(f). Zd___ 

Prior determination that Roanoke Rapids project has not realized any 
dependable capacity gain as result of operations of upstream federal proj- 
ects rests squarely upon substantial evidence of record and is consistent 
— definition ‘“‘dependable capacity” term in FPC Form 12, Schedule 16. 


Import of proviso in FPC Form 12, Schedule 16, is that consideration is to 
be given probability of frequency and duration of heaviest flows which will 
adversely affect hydro plant capacity; it is not necessarily limited to the 
one heaviest flow of record. Id 

There is no validity in assertion of gross error by reference in prior Opin- 
ion to Commission practice in evaluating potential hydroelectric projects 
on other rivers, such as the Ohio; reference is not of basic decisional sig- 
nificance and serves only to illuminate fact that determination here shares 
consistency with current practice. Id 

2. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 

Commission confirms prior order dismissing application for license where 
applicant failed to show economic feasibility or existence of market for 
power; to do otherwise would thwart the administrative process and be 
inconsistent with Commission’s statutory duties. Rocky Mountain Power 


3. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF DEVELOPMENT. 

Issuance of license for entire project accords fully with Commission pre- 
cedent since record shows that dams and their generating and transmission 
facilities are integrated and together form a comprehensive plan for de- 
velopment of Tallulah-Tugalo watershed; that they actually develop 100 
percent of the “head” of the watercourse; and that there is no reasonable 
basis in engineering, economics, conservation or law to require that each 
unit be licensed separately. Georgia Power Co 

4. ConstTRUcTED PRoOJEcT. 

Construction of new saddle-dike in 1956 at Mathis Terrora project works 
falls within purview of prohibition of Section 23(b) of Federal Power Act 
and backdating of license for North Georgia Development is called for by 
the facts and applicable precedent. Georgia Power Co 

Commission authority to backdate a license in a case involving unauthor- 
ized construction of a project works in violation of Section 23(b) of the 
Federal Power Act has been judicially upheld. Id 

Commission has repeatedly held that backdating license to date of con- 
struction of a project works is appropriate where such works involve re- 
placement of an old dam by a new one. Jd_.---.-_--.--.--.------------< 

5. Economic FrasisiLiry. 

Commission does not require firm contracts before licensing hydro- 
electric projects if other evidence sufficiently shows ability to finance 
project as well as marketability of power. Rocky Mountain Power Co-__-- 

Where applicant has not made sufficient showing either of financial 
feasibility or of a market for the power, motion to dismiss application 
should be granted. Id 

Commission confirms prior order dismissing application for license where 
applicant failed to show economic feasibility or existence of market for power; 
to do otherwise would thwart the administrative process and be incon- 
sistent with Commission statutory duties. Id 
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LICENSE—Continued 
6. GENERAL. 


Section 7(c) of Administrative Procedure Act provides that a proponent 
of a rule or order has burden of proof; this has been applied in numerous 
instances where applicant for license or other privilege has failed to make 
out a pass. Rocky Mouninin Poser? C6... as nnbdecende snaneese rene 

Whether or not Georgia Power agreed with Commission advice that 
North Georgia Development was subject to licensing requirements, it was 
under obligation to file a declaration of intention prior to construction of 
replacement dike. Georgia Power Co__-._-...--.---.--------------+---- 

Plain import of statute is that a hydro project, when considered as a 
complete unit, shall include transmission facilities necessary to carry 
power generated by it to a point of connection with distribution system or 
with an interconnected primary transmission system. Id__...+..-.-.-... 

7. RECAPTURE. 


Considering applicant’s argument that licensing of contested lines will 
be incompatible with publi¢e interest in event project is recaptured, Com- 
mission notes that not only is any project take-over speculative and con- 
jectural but, even assuming take-over, there is no requirement or assurance 
that Uni States or a new licensee would wish to take over lines in 
question. Georgia Power Co 

8. TEeRms. 


Construction of new saddie-dike in 1956 at Mathis Terrora project 
works falls within purview of prohibition of Section 23(b) of Federal Power 
Act and backdating of license for North Georgia Development is called 
for by the facts and applicable precedent. Georgia Power Co__-__-...--. 

Commission authority to backdate a license in a case involving un- 
authorized construction of a project works in violation of Section 23(b) 
of the Federal Power Act has been judicially upheld. Jd_.......-.---..- 

Commission has repeatedly held that backdating license to date of 
construction of a project works is appropriate where such works involve 
replacement of an old dam by a new one. Jd.__-_.---+--.-4----------- 

Under circumstances here, it is neither discriminatory nor a true penalty 
for Commission to treat Georgia Power in terms of its license as it would 
have been treated had it initially complied with statute. Id 

9. TRANSMISSION LINEs. 

Commission finds Montana Power controlling and includes contested lines 
as part of licensed project since they are necessary for carrying away 
power generated by bydro plants and lines are used principally for trans- 
mitting such hydro-generated power when plants are generating at full 
eaneciiy. Georgia Power. Ce... ..0<eDghaysb eowned banlstnreensbineanihs 

Jse of transmission lines in nonpeaking periods to carry power from other 
sources is a logical and inevitable utilization in any system where hydro 
power is used for peaking; such dual utilization does not destroy essential 
ey of the lines as necessary component of complete hydro development. 


ee ee ee eee 


Present holding does not preclude possibility of future license amend- 
ments excluding some of the transmission lines from the license in event 
their function as primary project transmission lines is diminished. Id_-_--- 

Considering applicant’s argument that licensing of contested lines will 
be incompatible with public interest in event project is recaptured, Com- 
mission notes that not only is any project take-over speculative and conjec- 
tural but, even assuming take-over, there is no requirement or assurance 


that Gate States or a new licensee would wish to take over lines in ques- 
tion. 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 

1. BurpEeNn oF Proor. 

Section 7(c) of Administrative Procedure Act provides that a proponent 
of a rule or order has burden of proof; this has been applied in numerous 


instances where applicant for license or other privilege has failed to make 
out a case. Rocky Mountain Power Co 





Page 


334 


625 


627 


629 


627 


629 


629 





629 


INDEX-DIGEST 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
2. CONTINUANCE. 


Motions to extend time for filing briefs on exceptions pending resolution 
of judicial appeal are denied. Commission points out that proceedings here 
are under Section’ 5(a) of the Gas Act where reduction, if any, could only 
be effective prospectively militating against any undue delay. Area Rate 
Proceeding (Southern Louisiana Area) 

3. EVIDENCE. 

Where applicant has not. made sufficient showing either of financial feasi- 
bility or of a market for the conan motion to dismiss application should 
be granted. Rocky Mountain Power Co 

ieidente on potential reserves of Panhandle area was properly excluded. 
Northern Natural Gas Co 

Examiner properly overruled objections to proffered evidence on trans- 
mission costs—while there may be infirmities in such evidence, it relates 
to the weight rather than admissibility. Jd 

Reversing Presiding Examiner, Commission requires Panhandle to pro- 
duce available records and other data with respect to Fulton and Craw- 
fordsville lateral which may be relevant to the question of discrimination 
among eustomers in lateral-line poliey. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co_- _ - 

ere evidence from prior area proceedings is incorporated by reference 
in current area proceeding, Examiner will be free in his decision to make 
such findings and reach such conclusions as he deems appropriate based 
upon the entire record. He will not be bound by rulings, findings, or 
decisions made by prior examiners, nor are such findings, or decisions 
incorporated in this record. If, in the opinion of any of the parties, evidence 
was admitted which should have been excluded for reasons of irrelevance or 
immateriality they are free to urge that such material be excluded from 
incorporation by reference. Area Rate Proceeding (Other Southwest Area). - 

In a proceeding to determine whether royalty payments made to lessors 
are subject to Commission jurisdiction under the Gas Act, it was proper to 
exclude evidence as to particular royalty nee and particular cireum- 
stances other than those involving royalty interests party to the pro- 
ceedings. Evidence relating to general industry contracting practices with 
respect to gas leases should be admitted so that Commission may be fully 
informed as to ggneral background of the problem and possible economic 
and legal consequences before making its determination. William Harvey 
Denman, Trustee 

4. GPNERAL. 

Since proposal involves no facilities at the border for physical connection 
between this country and a foreign country, relevant agencies of the Execu- 
tive Branch conclude that Executive Order No. 10485 does not apply. In 
view of this conclusion and absent any basis for independent position to the 
contrary, Commission dismisses permit application Bled concurrently with 
Section 3 application seeking authorization to export Liquid Natural Gas 
to Japan. However, in future cases of this nature Commission will continue 
to secure views of Departments of State and Defense before taking action 
under Section 3 of the Gas Act. Phillips Petroleum Co 

Complainant’s motion for an order directing answers to interrogatories 
can be dealt with most expeditiously in context of prehearing conference 
before a hearing examiner, therefore, Commission orders prehearing con- 
ference and Complainant’s request is forwarded to presiding examiner for 
appropriate action. Town of Belhaven, North Carolina 

Commission confirms prior order dismissing application for license where 
applicant failed to show economic feasibillty or existence of market for 
power; to do otherwise would thwart the administrative process and be 
i with Commission’s statutory duties. Rocky Mountain Power 

o 

Mere failure to use authority granted by Section 7(a) does not negate its 
continuing existence. Algonquin Gas Transmission Co 

5. Hearne. 

Since producer increase amounts to approximately $17,000 on an 
annual basis and apparently will have no triggering impact on other 
producer sales in the area, an immediate hearing is not warranted. Texaco 


Commission rejects Algonquin’s contention that it was denied due 
process and a fair hearing. Algonquin Gas Transmission Co 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 

6. INTERVENTION. 

State agency [charged with looking into supply needs in proposed 
project market area] has standing and is permitted to intervene under 
Section 1.8(d) of the Rules, allowing late filings. Rocky Mountain Power 

Pursuant to Court remand Commission permits intervention previously 
denied and reopens the case for further proceedings to afford Juarez Gas 
and all proper parties ‘the opportunity to develop a complete’ record on all 
issues bearing on the public interest and public convenience and necessity. 
Soutien Cpe ee eee oe ea ee Sabo ihtiae de edie oh dein 

7. OrpvER To Suow Cause. 

Affirming Examiner’s ruling that show cause order pocene a finding that 
Tennessee be required to deliver gas to Hartford at Farmington as well as 
North Bloomfield, Commission observes that law clearly supports such 
finding, for courts have stated that strict rules of pleading are not applicable 


to administrative tribunals. Algonquin Gas Transmission Co...-.--- 1139; 


8. REGULATIONS. 
State agency [charged with looking into supply needs in proposed project 
market area] has standing and is permitted to intervene under Section 
1.8(d) of the Rules, allowing late filings. Rocky Mountain Power Co_-_---- 

If Natural entered into an exchange transaction with Transwestern it 
could not use a budget-type authorization under Section 157.7(b) of the 
Regulations as it could if it were connecting supplies to its own system. 
Northern, Netumpal Gat. Ce. iii aie sud 460. wees dus ced ssbeut us 

9. RULINGS AND FINDINGS. 

Examiner’s ruling granting motion to reopen record for receipt of further 
evidence and for cross-examination thereon if deemed relevant and material 
to making of complete record is not inappropriate under circumstances 
mans appeal from such ruling is denied. Great Lakes Gas Transmission 

The words “rapacity’’ and “bad management” as used in staff response 
are neither scurrilous nor defamatory within the meaning of Section 
1.15(f) of the Rules; however, Commission does not endorse the use of 
such terms by counsel for staff or any other party. Michigan Gas and 
Elecirie Gossess oidiczou. bows cvddosg oll Jo Revotedaad Jeseuee 01 6 ht 

Reversing Presiding Examiner Commission requires Panhandle to 
produce available records and other data with respect to Fulton and 
Crawfordsville lateral which may be relevant to the question of discrimina- 
- amas customers in lateral-line policy. Panhandle Eastern Pipe 

996 CO ior io sisdss JOM OK eR doe Ober hws We RiOd GobAs<Lidsbisdinsi’d 1M 

Where evid« nce from prior area proceedings is incorporated by reference 
in current area proceeding, Examiner will be free in his decision to make 
such findings and reach such conclusions as he deems appropriate based upon 
the entire record. He will not be bound by rulings, findings, or decisions 
made by prior.examiners, nor are such findings, or decisions incorporated 
in this record. If, in the opinion of any of the parties, evidence was ad- 
mitted which should have been excluded for reasons of irrelevance or 
immateriality they are free to urge that such material be excluded from 
pr incorporation by reference. Area Rate Proceeding (Other Southwest 

1B) = xdisss adtkeeintich avsition HomdnNdes > «vases <nugrecae Rebun ae 

Conduct of hearings and any phasing thereof is strictly within the 
province of the Presiding Examiner; if, in his determination the hearing 
will be handled most expeditiously by the phasing of the hearings, he is in 
the best position to so. order, Jd.- su. ....5- 1a ne- see ni seen ee 

Complainant’s motion for an order directing answers to interrogatories 
can be dealt with most expeditiously in context of a prehearing conference 
before a hearing examiner, therefore, Commission orders prehearing con- 
ference and Complainant’s request. is forwarded to presiding examiner for 
appropriate action. Town of Belhaven, North Carolina 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 

9. RuLines aNnD Finpings—Continued 

In a proceeding to determine whether royalty payments made to lessors 
are subject to Commission jurisdiction under the Gas Act, it was proper to 
exclude evidence as to particular royalty Tae tethe and particular 
circumstances other than those involving royalty interests party to the 
proceedings. Evidence relating to general industry contracting practices 
with respeet to gas leases should be admitted so that Commission may be 
fully informed as to general background of the problem and possible 
economic and legal consequences before making its determination. William 
Harvey Denman, Trustee _.- 

Affirming Examiner’s ruling that show cause order permits a finding that 
Tennessee be required to deliver gas to Hartford at Firibington as well as 
North Bloomfield, Commission observes that law clearly supports such 
finding, for courts have stated that strict rules of pleading are not applicable 
to administrative tribunals. Algonquin Gas Transmission Co 

10. Stay. 

Motion requesting stay of authorization pending rehearing is denied; 
fact that petition for rehearing has not been filed would have no effect on 
denial of motion since Gas Act does not provide for automatic stays 
pending rehearing. Columbia Gulf Transmission Co 

It is settled that in order to establish a case for a grant of extraordinary 
relief in. the nature of a stay, applicant has burden of establishing that 
absent grant of such relief it would be irreparably injured. Jd 
RATE SCHEDULES. 

1. ErrectiveE Date. 

Since proposed rate does not exceed applicable area rate determined in 
Permian [Op. 468], Commission waives condition in temporary certificate 
which prohibited any rate increase filing and allows such rate to become 
effective as of date of expiration of statutory notice. Samedan Oil Corp. 
(Operatory DE ZEIDI Ne Sl cen Cranes sc teemete geun a tiaras a alate lamellae 

In order to receive rate determined fair and reasonable in Permian,.pro- 
ducer’s increased rate filing must have been filed as of effective date thereof; 
no filing having been made prior to instant filing, request for effective date 
as of Permian is denied. Id 

Since a Seetion 5(a) determination can have no retroactive effect, there 
is no justifieation for making subject rate increase filing effective as of date 
of initial deliveries [4/2/62] on basis that proposed rate is equal to appli- 
cable area ceiling determined in Permian (9/1/65). Id 

In denying request that proposed increased rate be made effective retro- 
actively as of date of initial deliveries or alternatively, effective date of 
Permian [Opinion 468], Commission acts consistently with filed rate doc- 
trine which holds that effective rate on file with Commission is the only 
_ that may be charged or collected for sale of gas in interstate commerce. 


2. EscaLaTIon CLause. 

Seventh Amendment to Policy Statement applies only where price escala- 
tion clauses are being eliminated from a binding contract which has at 
least 5 years remaining on its term; it does not apply to situations where 
underlying contracts involved are held invalid or terminated after service 
has begun; in such case no express price escalations are needed for seller to 
file increase. L. E. Smith 

3. Frurna, 

Suggestion that Commission institute a rule-making proceeding to estab- 
lish appropriate rules to govern unilateral increases by producers after the 
expiration or cancellation of their contracts is denied. Aside from any ques- 
tion as to legality of such action, problems which may arise from a uni- 
lateral filing can better be disposed of on a case-by-case basis because of the 
many variables involved. Texaco Inc 

Since the contract with pipeline has expired, producer is not barred from 
filing a unilateral increase. Accordingly, there is no justification for rejeet- 
ing its increase as requested by pipeline. Jd 


39; 1170 
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RATE SCHEDULES—Continued 

4, INTERPRETATION AND APPLICATION. 

Limitations of paragraph 10 of tariff [prohibiting distributor from selling 
gas purchased under pipeline’s Rate Schedule G—1 to any industrial cus- 
tomer in excess of specified monthly amounts] affords pipeline-supplier a 
significant if not decisive advantage over distribution customers in compet- 
ing for new industrial loads, which is wholly at variance with Commission 
policy to permit, where consistent with public interest, free and active 
competition to new markets and Por Er ROTONeR, it does not protect 
pipeline from excessive demands. Humble Gas Transmission Co_....-....- 

Since tariff provision does not give pipeline the protection it is supposed 
to provide and has potential to thwart public interest, it is unjust and 
unreasonable within the meaning of Section 5(a) of the Gas Act. Jd 

5. SUSPENSION. 

In rate suspension proceeding where question of validity of Respondents’ 
contracts has become a matter of litigation in state court, Commission 
action on such questions is deferred. L. E. Smith 
RATES 
1. AREA RATES. 


See RATES—AREA BASIS. 

2. GENERAL. 

Evidence conclusively establishes that Hamilton and its customers will 
obtain significant economic benefits from change in suppliers which will 
inure to the benefit of its customers in form of a rate reduction. City of 
I a ial Ms sista in isi nies icc den tas aa teens We aie ieee 

It is not appropriate here to make a determination of Florida Gas’ 
costs, to allocate costs to company’s rate schedules and to determine its 
rates. Florida Gas Transmission Co 

3. Rate DeEsi@n. 

Florida Gas’ entire rate proposal in this certificate proceeding and the 
various questions of rate design can be determined in a separate proceeding. 
Florida Gas TTARAt Ratan. CO. oon hah emmcnered denne esdhbaterhseeone 

4. Rate SETTLEMENT: 

Reference in settlement order to a possible ultimate judicial determina- 
tion holding ‘‘such income tax normalization to be erroneous’ must be 
read as applying to litigation before the courts at the time of settlement, 
thus inasmuch as courts have ruled that deferral of liberalized depreciation 
benefits was lawful and within the purview of Commission’s administrative 
discretion, contingency provided in settlement order relative to liberalized 
depreciation never materialized and motion for further proceedings is 
denied. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp_..i.-.22.-+.-------2-+2lsuL-- 

Offer of settlement is rejected where it is predicated on assumption that 
applicable in-line price at date deliveries commenced is controlled by 
Permian Basin [Opinion 468]. Under Permian applicable rate depends u 
date of gas purchase contract, in this instance August 2, 1960 which is 
prior to Permian cut-off date of January 1, 1961; thus settlement offer of 
16.5¢ base rate is not correct measure for determining refunds and consti- 
tutes an exception to the rates held proper in that case. George Despot, 
Agent (OBIT cn 35st pained <s-bilesed Sole ask deel eden Ghanaians 

Contrary to belief of parties, Commission is not obliged to approve every 
settlement submitted for consideration unless affirmative Ending can 
be made that such proposal does not constitute a fair and reasonable 
dollar compromise of the disputed issues. Tezas Eastern Transmission Corp. 

Fact that Commission is unwilling to settle this refund proceeding at 
the expense of losing an opportunity to resolve important issues of law and 
policy in a litigated proceeding clearly does not constitute a prejudgment 
of the issues; on the contrary, such guidance is required precisely because 
such issues have not been resolved. y. Beos esl ser ce teelaehanAcdnbanhnea 

Where interested parties object to settlement proposals there is in fact 
no settlement of the matters and offer of settlement is denied. Pan American 
Petroleum Corp 
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RATES—Continued 

4. Rate Serrtement—Continued 

It is appropriate to modify pec settlement order to restore the 5 per- 
cent limit to tax savings which may be reflected if the Commission in a 
further proceeding determines that consolidated tax savings should be 
reflected in Respondents’ cost-of-service. Atlantic Seaboard Corp 

Commission denies ‘‘Offer of Settlement’? which appears essentially to 
be a motion to terminate the proceedings on the ground that the issues 
and amounts remaining in dispute are not important eaoaeh to justify 
the burden of continuing the proceeding Michigan Gas and Electric Co___. 


RATES—AREA BASIS. 

SMALL PRODUCERS. 

Noting that small producers are at a potential disadvantage in compari- 
son with other producers with res to the stay ordered in Permian should 
the rates established there be determined eo as a result of judicial 
review, Commission permits reinstatement of their certificates and cor- 
responding above ceiling rates subject to rejection as of date of reinstate- 
ment in event Permian Court Stay is dissolved or Permian moratorium 
provision upheld. Rodman and Late 

[See also pp. 584 and 804.] 


REFUNDS AND REDUCTIONS. 


In prior proceedings relating to abandoned sales where potential refund 
obligation involved a de minimis amount and just and reasonable rate for 
such sale had not been determined, Commission has terminated proceeding. 
Since just and reasonable rate has been determined for sales here, the de 
minimis abandonment rule does not apply and motion to terminate is 
denied. Mobil Oil Corp 

Fact that Commission is unwilling to settle this refund proceeding at 
the expense of losing an opportunity to resolve important issues of law 
and policy in’ a litigated Sc clearly does not constitute a prejudg- 
ment of the issues; on the contrary, such guidance’ is required precisely 
because such issues have not been resolved. Texas’ Eastern Transmission 


STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION, 


Con never intended Commission to regulate cooperatives: under 
the Federal Power Act—this intention is reflected in legislative history’ of 
Power Act; confirmed by that of Rural Electrification: Act; stren 
by subsequent expressions by Con 
legislative interpretation, Dairyland 

Cooperatives financed by REA are not public utilities within meaning 
of Part Il of Federal Power Act. Id 

Public. Utility Holding yon ee Act of 1935 was designed to prevent 
notorious investment and profit abuses which developed in the industry 
under the domination of the holding companies. Id 

Reviewing legislative history of Power Act, Commission concludes that 
Section 201(f), exempting instrumentalities of the United States, includes 
cooperative respondents since they are instrumentalities chosen by Con- 
gress for _— of bringing abundant, low cost electric energy to rural 
America. 

Rural Electrification Act, enacted shortly after Federal Power Act, 
demonstrates that same Congress intended any federal controls over en- 
tities established to implement provisions of REA should be exercised solely 
by Administrator under that Act. Id 

Since passage of Rural Electrification Act, Congress has steadfastly ad- 
hered to view that cooperatives are not covered by Federal Power Act and 
refused on every occasion to extend latter Act to include cooperatives. Jd_- 

Administrative interpretation of a legislative mandate constitutes an es- 
pecially persuasive factor in legislative interpretation. Id 

Upon analysis of administrative history regarding question of jurisdic- 
tion over cooperatives, Commission notes it is significant that in 30 years 
since enactment of Part II of Power Act, there has not been a single in- 
stance where it decided cooperatives are jurisdictional. Id 
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STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION—Continued 


While not of the opinion that Respondents here are subject to its juris- 
diction under. the. Power Act, Commission makes clear that jurisdiction 
over major generating and transmission cooperatives in interstate com- 
merce, aS Opposed to those merely transmitting and distributing electric 
energy [inclu ing those generating small amounts of power] would be in the 
IOUNUAC AUR DAIUEINE Sis os ia rien coin a hertiatn wo hha ent nin Seren ae val cant nel ane 

Federal Power Act does not require that party whose service is subject 
of a petition under Section 202(c) be a “public utility”. Salt River Project 
Agricultural Improvement and Power District_.___-__.-----.----------- 

There is no authority under Federal Power Act which permits suggested 
transfer of administrative charges under Section 10(e) to Section 10(f). 
Virginia Electric & Power Co 

Section 1(b), of the. Natural Gas Act. brings federal regulation to two 
distinct activities—transportation of natural gas in interstate commerce 
and sale in interstate commerce of natural gas for resale. Florida Gas 
TVGREDROIIED FOR. ote hi fesen aids Ans id ranenbadadtnes akldictine =a nieaiernee 

Observing that no prior case has gone so far as to find a Congressional 
intent to bring direct industrial sales by producers ipso facto within ambit of 
statutory term, Commission points out that if decision here were to down- 
grade its responsibility to regulate interstate transportation of natural gas 
as compared with responsibility to regulate sales for resale, it would be 
writing a priority into the statute not evident. on its face. Id______.._._- 

Under Section 7(e) Commission’s authority to lay down limitations is as 
broad asthe public interest. Ids 2... 2.4 ssn ewes ee ese oe eee eee 

Congress sought not only to give Commission exclusive jurisdiction over 
wholesale sales in interstate commerce, but additionally to supplement local 
regulations at the Federal level in such areas. as accounting, interlocking 
directorates, mergers and consolidations and the promotion of intercon- 
nection and coordination of nation’s facilities for generation, transmission 
and sale of electric energy. Florida, Power & Light Co....-..-..-.--.--.. 

To limit; eertificate authority solely to: new increments of supply with- 
out any possibility of reconsideration of past arrangements ott, unjusti- 
fiably limit. Commission authority under Section 7 of the Gas Act and be 
contrary to the public interest. City of Hamilton, Ohio____._.-.---------- 

The Gas Act requires that Commission issue a certificate if proposed 
service is or will be required by the present or future public’ convenience 
and necessity; not only is there no prohibition to the issuance of a second 
certificate for an area a being served, but such a possibility is ex- 
pressly recognized in Section 7(g). Id 

Plain import of statute is that a hydro project, when considered as a 
complete_unit, shall include transmission facilities necessary to carry power 
generated by it to a point of connection with distribution system or with 
an interconnected primary transmission system: Georgia Power Co_.._._ 

Rejecting argument that it has no power to institute Section 7(a) pro- 
ceedings on-its own initiative, Commission states that plain meaning of 
Section 7(a) is controlling and each of its requirements is met here. Algon- 
quin GasiZvanemstsion Coicziuiia)-Jol sos Wo viclddwvalazel ae 

Commission’s right to initiate action under Section 7(a) on its own mo- 
tion is not placed in doubt by fact that other provisions of the Act, specifi- 
cally Sections 4(e) and 5(a), expressly provide for action on Commission’s 
own-motion while Section 7(a) does not. Jd__._._.__--__--_-___-____ ale 

Congress has entrusted Commission with a mandate to assure natural 
gas service to ultimate consumers at lowest reasonable rates. Id 
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SUBJECT INDEX 


ABAN DONMENT—Section 7(b) (N.G.A.). 


Page 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP67-128_.--_- 11 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP67-268...... 995 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP67-150__-_-.-..._.-_- 522 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket. No. CP67-203__..-...-...__- 541 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-102______ 118 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket Nu. CP67-243_. .__- 843 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67—-135_.___- 259 
Home Gas Co., docket No. CP67-222.....-..._......_-.-_- 741 
Humble Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP67—153_...___- 536 
Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co., docket No. CP67-199...... 728 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. CP67-237 a ee. 836 


Manufacturers Light and Heat Co., The, docket No. CP66-344. 502 

Manufacturers Light and Heat Co., The, docket No. CP67-262_. 1183 

Mississippi River Transmission COTRes docket No. CP67-184.. 419 
et No 


Mountain Fuel Supply Co., doc a EAI arenes over « = 818 
Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No. CP67-191___.-...__- 773 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., , docket No, CP67-224.__.-..-...._- 984 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-170_---_- 616 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-208_-- _- 576 
Pennsylvania Gas Co., docket No, CP67-280__._-.::-...--- 1061 
Shenandoah Gas Co., docket No. CP67-273.. .--..-.-..u--- 1012 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No, CP67-244_......----_- 817 
Texas Gas Pipe Line, Corp., docket No. CP66-418.. ...--2-_- 1027 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP67-198...-.._- 881 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket, No. CP67-251.._-.._- 1033 


Transcontinental:Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No; CP67-143_ 488 
Transcontinental.Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No, CP67-322_ 1186 


Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. CP674101_-_...-.1-.--4--- 845 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. CP67-287__..-----..---__ 1048 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. CP67-228..--7-77""77777" 1014 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-242__-_____.__- 1016 
United Nat Gas Co., docket No. CP67-157_-__-_-_..--- 423 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-214___---__-___- 583 
ANNUAL CHARGES—Section 10 (F.P.A,). 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2146-_...__.2._--.-2------ 396 
Virginia Electrie & Power Co., docket No. E-6684_-.______- 340 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 
SECTION 7 (N.G.A.). 


1. APPLICATION DENIED. 


Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66-110_... 1070 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-1_......------ 649 
2. CERTIFICATE AMENDED. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—585--_--- 539 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP64~-29___--__- 270 
Askensal Oklahoma Gas Corp. (formerly Fort Smith Gas 
Corp.), docket No. G-2191) 2202222222222 2 2222222. ee 979 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP63-188 (Phase IT) ---__- 1049 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP64—-89___.____..__-.-_- 801 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP66—-188______._._-_-_- 763 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP61-143___._._-_- 738 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP65—-341_________- 81 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP66-299___._____- 417 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-8934____..._.____- 739 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-265__......----- 789 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE 
AND NECESSIT Y—Continued 
2. CERTIFICATE AMENDED—Continued 


SUBJECT INDEX 


Page 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-154_-.--...._..- 832 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-99__........___- 740 
El Paso Natural Gas.Co., docket No, CP67-60_-..----.--_- 418 
El Paso Natural Gas-Co., docket No: CP67-102____.....___- 919 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP67-182_______- 846 
Gas Marketing, Inc., docket No. CP63-60.....---+-2----2-+ 748 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket. No. CP65-190 _ __- 88 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No, CP66-208_... 713 
Mississippi River Transmission Corp., docket No. G—863__-__- 721 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP64-150__ 716 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP66-169 
A ed Ip pee oy ye eye AE sa Ol a de 897 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-91_-__.__-___- 1019 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—19461_____- 263 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65—255_-___- 107 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co,, docket No. CP66—50____-- 314 
Panhandle Hastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-125_-____ 912 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-244_____ 878 
Pennsylvania Gas Co., docket No. G-2136__-_-._------_-_- 420 
Shenandoah Gas Co., docket No. CP65-287_------_--____. 870 
South Texas Natural Gas Gathering Co., docket No. CP66-346. 946 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64—314_-________- 506, 870 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP64-5______ 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP61-123_______- 1202 
Transwestern Pipeline Co:, docket No. CP63-290__---_-____- 269 
Transwestern Pipeline Co:, docket No. CP64—-34____-__--___- 582 
Trunkline Gas Co,, docket No. CP66—-131_-_--.-----____-_- 618 


Union Texas Petroleum, a Division of Allied Chemical Corp., 
docket No. G-2935 


OE ge ag pea og Megha edhe i pen hh 0 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—10658_-_..--------. 703, 1203 
United Fiiel Gas Co., docket No. CP64-73_---__------_ 22... 821 
United Gas Pipe Line, Co., docket No. G—13002_____-_-.__- 399 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP60-14__--_____-__- 978 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-280_-___-_-___- 717 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP66-349_-__._-_-___- 1178 


3. CerRTIFICATE GRANTED. 


Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co.,'doeket No. CP67-218_. 1189 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket. No. CP67-128 11 


Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP67-268_..__- 995 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP67-317_____- 1096 
Apache Corp., docket No. C161-336_ 22.2 u22 sc. lull. 963 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas) Co., docket, No. CP67-186......2--- 318 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP67-197_......_.- 718 
Baca Gas Gathering System, Inc., docket No. CP67-159_... | 498 
Blue Dolphin Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67—246__.-_-___- 997 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP67-67--__--_-.-_-_-_- 1044 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP67-99..2-_--.-2 2 LL 273 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No: CP67-104___2-.... 1.__- 70 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP67-150__..22._...-2-_- 522 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP67-208....2.-2 2222522 541 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP65-200.......-_- 589 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket, No. CP67-195.-.....--- 764 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No, CP67-209.......--_- 771 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP67-290_..._____- 1046 
Colorado, Interstate Gas Co:, docket No: CP67-265......___- 1191 
Columbia Gulf Tramsmission Co., docket No. CP65-102...... 118 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. CP67-130_.__-- 230 
Columbia: Gulf ‘Transmission Co., docket No. CP67+278___- -- 1020 
Consolidated Gas) Supply Corp., docket No. CP67-6......--- 593 
Consolidated Gas) Supply Corp., docket No. CP67-212..._--- 855 


Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., docket No; CP67+254.. ..__- 905 


SUBJECT INDEX 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE 
AND NECESSIT Y—Continued 
3. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued 


Consolidated Gas, Supply Corp., doeket No. CP67-328 

Cornell Oil Co., docket Ne. C567-49. 

Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co., docket. No. CP67-282 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket. No. CP67 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

El Paso Natural-Gas Co., docket No. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-227__.._...-_-_- 

Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-393 

Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP67-182 

Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP67-321 

Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66-110___- 

Gould, ss0nge D., Trustee, docket No. CS67-30 

Hamilton, Ohio, City of, docket No. C 

Home Gas Go., docket No. CP67-222 

Humble Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-395 

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., doeket No. CP67 
117 


Lake Shore Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-163 
LASSSroroes Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. 


Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. CP67-152 

Lumar Gas Corp, docket No. CP66-412 

Manufacturers Light and Heat Co., The, docket. No. 
344 


Michigan Gas Storage Co., docket No. CP67-230 

Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-176-- ~~ 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-210_... 791 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co,, docket No. CP67-98 
Mississippi River, Transmission Corp., docket, No. CP67=229_- 
Mississippi River Transmission Corp., docket. No. CP67+320__ 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. CP67-238 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. CP67-240 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. CP67-271 
Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No. CP67-172 

Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No: CP67-191 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co, of America, docket No, CP67-171- - 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co, of America, docket No: CP67-179-- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No; CP67-183-- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP67-185- - 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-194 (Phase I) __- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-215 (Phase I)-__- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

O. F. & R. Oil Co., docket No. CS67-48 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE 
AND NECESSIT Y—Continued 
8. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued 





SUBJECT INDEX 


Page 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP67-224___.____.____. 984 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket: No, CP67-134_ -___- 107 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67—170-_ - __- 616 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-208__._-. 576 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67—266_ - - -- 868 
Pennsylvania ‘Gas Co., docket No. CP67-280_.._-_-.---_--- 1061 
Shenandoah Gas Co., docket No. CP67-216__-.--_-.-_.___- 486 
Shenandoah Gas Co., docket No. CP67-272___..--____.-___- 913 
Shenandoah Gas Co., docket No. CP67-273___..-.____._-_-- 1012 
South Georgia Natural Gas Co., docket No, CP67-95__-_---_-- 264 


South Texas Natural Gas Gathering Co., docket No. CP66-346_ 946 
South Texas Natural Gas Gathering Co., docket No. CP67-263_ 1053 


Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No.. CP67-145__.-_-_.___- 241 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-168_..________- 780 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-175_...___.___- 647 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-231_._-_-__.___- 1055 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67—289__.__--___-_- 1110 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-296.----_.____- 1193 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a Division of Tenneco Inc., docket 

INO; CADE REE TEOOA Tite > aos octane sea ree 8k 989 
Tennessée Gas Pipeline Co., a Division of Tenneco Inc., docket 

LoS ok Sat eee a 915 
Texas Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket_No! CP66-418__________- 1027 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP67~174_______- 530 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP67-198___----- 881 
Texas Gas-Transmission Corp., docket No. CP67-207____-_-_- 532 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP67-252__-____- 840 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP66-233. 959 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP67-160_ 266 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP67-173_ 1112 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP67-177_ 320 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP67-200_ = 321 
Transeontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. ©P67-269_ 917 


Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP66-292___._-_--__- 298 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP67-81-..______--__- 421 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP67-125_______----- 85 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket’ No, CP67-181_________-_- 92 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP67-292___________- 1114 
Union Texas Petroleum, a Division of Allied Chemical Corp., 
docket: No,’ G=298G00')_ Of SIU BION e erie 890 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. CP67-228___-_-_.._._-_--- 1014 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-15123____________- 874 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-16556________-_-_- 875 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-93________-_--- 242 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-114___________- 87 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-142____-_-_-_-__- 114 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-147___-___-_--- 323 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-161_______-_--- 308 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No, CP67-239___-__.-_--- 797 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP67-315___-_------- 1187 
West Texas Gathering Co., docket No. CP67-120___-_-_-_--- 799 
4. CeRTIFICATE TERMINATED. 
Gould, George D., Trustee, docket No. CS67-30__...------- 804 
O. F. & R. Oil Co., docket No. CS67-48____.-....-- ae oie 1010 
Texas Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP66-418______-_--- 1027 


5. TEMPORARY CERTIFICATE. 


Denied. 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-181 


SUBJECT INDEX 


CONSOLIDATION, MERGER AND SALE —Section 203 (F.P.A.). 
1. AMENDED. 


Bangor Hydro-Electric Co., docket No. E-7316 


2. GRANTED. 


Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corp., docket No. E-7323_-_- 
Central Illinois Light Co., docket No. E-7332 

Duquesne Light Co., docket No, E-7331 

Towa-Illinois Gas and Electric Co., docket No. E-7333 

Iowa Public Service Co., docket No. E-7343 

Michigan Gas and Electric Co., docket No. E-7327 
Minnesota Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7350 

Mississippi Power .& Light Co., docket No. E-7334 

Mississippi Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7338 

Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., doeket No. E-7260 

Northern States Power Co. (Minnesota), docket No. E-7325_- 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7326 

Union Electric Co., docket No. E-7324 

Wisconsin Electric Power Co., docket No. E-7336 


DECLARATION OF EXEMPTION. 


El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-122 
Mystic Valley Gas Co., docket No. CP67-267 


DETERMINATION OF SERVICE AREA—Section 7(f) (N.G.A.). 


Manufacturers Light and Heat Co., The, docket No. CP66-344_ 


EXPORTATION. 
1. AMENDED. 


‘as. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-87 
2. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 


Gas 


’ Phillips Petroleum Co., docket No. CI67—1226 


3. GRANTED. 


Gas 


’ Phillips Petroleum Co., docket No. C167—1226 
Texas Gas Utilities Co., docket No. CP67-72 


INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES. 
1, AMENDED. 


Gas 


Arkansas Oklahoma Gas Corp. (formerly Fort Smith Gas 
Corp.), docket No. G-2191 

Princeton, Missouri, City of, docket No. CP66-240 

West Ohio Gas Co., docket No. CP66-383 


2. GRANTED. 
Electric. 


Gas. 


Crisp County Power Commission, docket No. E-7120__.-.--.- 


Albany, Water, Gas and Light Commission, City of, docket 
No. CP67-264 

Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-340 

agen Georgia, City of, docket No. CP67-156 (Phase 


Creal Springs, Illinois, City of, docket No. CP67-121 
Fountaintown Gas Co., Inc., docket No. CP67-196 

Great River Gas Co., docket No. CP67-257 

Hamilton, Kansas, City of, docket No. CP67-190 

Hamilton, Ohio, City of, docket No. CP65-402_-____- rata es 
Jeffersonville, Illinois, Village of, docket No. CP67-151 

K. R. and T. Gas Co., docket No. CP67-275 

Lenox, Iowa, Town of, docket No. CP67-189 

Louisiana Gas Service Co., docket No. CP67-232 
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INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES—Continued 
2. GRANTED—Continued 


SUBJECT, INDEX 


Gas—Continued 


5. HEADWATER BENEFITS. 


Virginia Electrie & Power Co., docket No. E-6684 





Page 
Mantachie Natural Gas District, docket No. CP67-169_____- 886 
Montezuma, Iowa, Town of, docket No, CP67-136_._-.----- 262 
Moss Point et tee City of, docket No. CP67-57_..----- 754 
Napoleon Indiana, own of, docket No. CP67-110__._.__--- 480 
Natural Gas Board of the Town of Vina, Alabama, docket No. 
CARTECTIIED ce ctenestt wo narteueaad shirt Sees ah dealt eent=- = 1099 
St. Joseph Light and Power Co., docket No. CP67-279....... 944 
Saltillo-Guntown Natural Gas District, Mississippi, docket 
SARi. RAs 6 en ceux otha EE ids ane death ga <= 880 
Shenandoah Gas Co., docket No. CP65-287____.......-_--- 870 
Sims, Illinois, Village of, docket No. CP67—-223_..._._..-.--- 722 
Rouen Indiana Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. CP67- a 
Switzerland County Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-129_- 50 
United Cities Gas Co., docket No. CP67-146___-....._.___- 285 
West Ohio Gas Co., docket No. CP67-245_____._______.___- 841 
Wilcox County Gas District, The, docket No. CP67-274._-_-- 1115 
JURISDICTION. 
Florida Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7210_............. 544 
LICENSE. 
1, AMENDED. 
Chatanika Power Co., Inc., project No. 2264__..._....-_1-._- 253 
Chugach Electric Association, Inc., project No. 2170_.......- 759 
Consumers Power Co., project No. 2436_._.........----- - 302 
Georgia Power Co., project No. 2354_............-..-4----- 620 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 1971__..._..........--.....- 290 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 1473_._.....-------.- 888 
Philadelphia Electric Co., project No. 2355...-.-.--.----- 89, 1059 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., project No. 2150____------- 785 
Sabine River Authority of Texas, project No. 2305____------ 786 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District, project No. 2101_---- 903 
Susquehanna Power Co., project No, 405__._-__..-_--_------ 871 
2. APPLICATION. 
a. Denied. 
Rocky Mountain Power Co., project No. 2289_____--.--....- 900 
b. Withdrawn. 
Pend Oreille Mines & Metals Co., project No. 1393.....----- 896 
Union Carbide Corp., project No. 1856_......---..--------- 517 
3. EXHIBITS, 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2146......_----2-L--.----- 396 
Chugach Electric Association, Inc., project No. 2170_-...-.-- 759 
Duke Power Co., project No. 2503_..__....----------..-..-- 606 
Grand River Dam Authority, project No. 2183___-...------ 117 
Lake Superior District Power bs. roject No. 2430___.--..2- 948 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 1473..-.---..-.+----- 888 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 2188_-...---.-------- 292 
Pacific Gas and Electric Co., DFOIOCG NO) 4573 asin ose A----- 1185 
Pacific Gas and Electrie Co., project No. 2155........+.----- 540 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 2082__._.---.-.----- 329 
Philadelphia Electric Co., project No. 2355_......-.-.------ 847 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co.; project No. 2150....-.----- 785 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 1389.-....-.---- 538 
Tacoma, Washington, City of, project No. 2016_.._....----- 489 
Union Electric Co., project No. 2277_.__-.-.+--------u----- 113 
4. Fis Factirres. 
Idaho Power Co., project’ No. 1971.22 2222-2 4222-2 -2----- 290 


LICENSE—Continued 


6. In GENERAL. 
New England Power Co., project No. 1904 
Pend Oreille Mines & Metals Co., project No. 1393 
Philadelphia Electric Co., project No. 2355 
Public Utility District No. 1 of Snohomish County, Washing- 
ton, project No. 2157 957, 1205 
Rocky Mountain Power Co., 900 


7. Masor. 
Consumers Power Co., project No. 2453 
Duke Power Co., project. No. 2465 
Eugene, Oregon, by and through its Eugene Water & Electric 
oard, City of, project No. 2510. 
Great Northern Paper Co., project. No. 2520 
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire, project No. 2456 
Rochester Gas and Electric Corp., project No. 2584 
Union Carbide Corp., project No. 2512 
8. MINor. 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No, 2523-_.......---- 
9. RECREATION. 
Sabine River Authority of Texas, project No. 2305 
10. SURRENDER. 
Glamorgan Pipe& Foundry Co., project No. 2358 
11. Terms. 
ee Terms and Conditions of, Form L-10 (September 1, 
19 


12. TRANSFER. 
Henry Ford and Son, Incorporated, project No. 13 
Peacock, Frank E., project No..2427 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 

1. COMPLAINT. 
Springfield, Illinois, City of, docket No. E-7250 296 
Truckee Public Utility District, docket. No. E-7248 614 

. CONSOLIDATION. 
Denman, William Harvey, Trustee, docket No. RI67—113 707 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-181 831 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-12135 597 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a Division of Tenneco Inc., docket 
No. CP66-269 1195 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-12446 1199 

3. EvIDENCB. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66-50 703 

. HEARINGS. 
Belhaven, North Carolina, Town of, docket No. E-7308 850 
Denman, William Harvey, Trustee, docket No. RI67-113_...... 707 
Donnell Drilling Co., docket No. RI67—347 729 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-12135 597 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66—50 
Public Utility District No. 1 of Snohomish County, Washington 
project No. 2157 957, 1205 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66—269- - - ---- 1195 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No, G-12446 

5. IN GENERAL. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-585 
Belhaven, North Carolina, Town of, docket No. E—7308 
Crisp County Power Commission, docket No, E-7120 
Dairyland Power Cooperative, docket No. E-7113 
Manufacturers Light and Heat Co., The, docket No. CP66-—347- 
Order No. 334, docket No. R-199 
Order No. 334+A, docket No. R-199 
Order No. 335, docket No. R-315 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 


5. In GeNERAL—Continued 


Page 
Order No. 336, docket No..R=316_ 22) 222-20 Joudeeltlbscul---- 295 
Order No. 337, docket, No. RrS08.5 2 oh es bh dsb eed---- 326 
Order No. 338, docket. Wo. R-=310. 5. ws sell sidelsbcudd_--- 511 
Order No. 339, docket No. R-318.- oss eelllsispl---- 700 
Order No. 340, docket No. R-319_ 256 ov sscke wwe ----- 731 
Order No. 341, docket; No. .B-304 2.2525) siesupob4-cisci--- 775 
Order No. 342, docket No. Ref20. 4 -sasiesu—sish binllss £---- 784 
Order No. 343, eS OS Se eee 813 
Order No. 344, docket. No.. R-321__-_ ~~ AOA RT EBERT 838 
Order No. 344-A, GOORGT ND. FOrUah se od 3 meee eS ae ehl--— 1036 
Order No. 345, ener T0k: ee ce 867 
Order No. 346, COCKEt INO, T3403 oe cw kd be npn oone 893 
Order No. 347, mekes NO. R-o245. pene 898 
Order No. 348, docket No. R-325-___..--.-.---------.-.---- 1037 
Order No. 349, GC ING: URI a rn 1101 
Order No. 350, GOCKBG NU. 207 BUG. nn si in po ee eete--~ 1125 
Order No. 352, a A ge eet tte eee 1204 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP66—50__-_-_- 795 
Southern New Mexico Oil Corp., docket No. RI65—35___-___- 806 
Southern Union Gas Co., docket No. G-513___-_--. 2-2 222 723 
6. INTERMEDIATE DECISION PROCEDURE. 
Dairyland Power Cooperative, docket No. E-7113__..-__.--- 12 
Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co., docket No. GP06-110.--- 492 
7. INTERVENTION. 
Crisp County Power Commission, docket. No. E-7120_._-- 133, 1103 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-393_._-_-__- 993 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-168___...-__... 848 
Southern Union Gas Co., docket No. G-513......_....----- 723 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No: CP66-233... 959 
8. Motions. 
Algonquin Gus Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-340_____. 1128 
Area Rate Proceeding (Southern Louisiana Area), docket No. 
ARG1R- 2. 062 Mt OF ISAQOL 2) TT ORT TDi ee 116, 324 
ee re Proceeding (Hugoton-Anadarko Area), docket No. oii 
i Ss, an cc Wad ida ip ies nl th in can a cs cis tg ts a ah avian ee aaa é 
Area — Proceeding (Texas Gulf Coast Area), docket No. siete 
EIS OU oad MSL oa SEU SOS le SUGSUULLL SS ow ee vo 
Area tate Proceeding (Other Southwest Area), docket No. 929 
ARGY+beosswl to suieciill «ollLaulouls ail aeesuoel.. 
Belhaven, North Carolina, Town of, docket No. E-7308_--__- ” 850 
Christie, ‘Mitchell & Mitchell Co., docket No. G-20001______- 779 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-102_..--. 591 
Commonwealth Edison Co., docket No. E-7275_._....-..--- 257 
Consolidated Edison Co. ‘of New York, Inc., project No. 

INU a i ae i anette nite 105, 106 
Denman, William Harvey, Trustee, docket No. RI67-113..-. 1107 
Despot, George, Agent (Operator), docket No. CI65-974__-__- 303 
McCommons, William E.; d/b/a McCommons. Exploration 

Co., docket Na: RIOS-2Gt eee ee ee 258, a 
Michigan Gas and Electric Co., docket No, E-7222_____.__-- 
Mobil Oil Corp., docket No. RI65—-41__.__.._...-.--------- 386 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. G-16946___.--_-_- 314 
Rocky Mountain Power Co., project No. 2289____.-_._..--- 329 
Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement and Power 
District, docket No. E-7306____...-.------.---2-- ht ae 495 
Smith, L. E., docket No. RI67—110._.-_-.-_.----22_---4---- 78 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—12706-___-__- 98 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. RP66~12_---- 306 
9. Oran ARGUMENT 
Area Rate Proceeding (Southern Louisiana Area), docket. No. 
PAB nie SS ng cat on tbitile Rea ethene === 66 
Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP66-110_._._. 492 


Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-190_._.. 494 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
10. Quality STATEMENTs. 
Area 


11. 


12. 


14. 


Ne pate Proceeding (Permian Basin Area), docket No. 
REHEARING AND RECONSIDERATION. 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. RP65-49______...____. 
Columbia. Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-102_.___- 
Commonwealth Edison Co., docket No. E-7275__._....-_--- 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-393 
Florida Power & Light Co., docket No, E-7210 
Georgia. Power Co., project No. 2354_ 
Hamilton; Ohio, City of, docket No. CP65-402__-___...._-_- 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No, CP65-190- - -- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-1.._.....__--- 
Phillips Petroleum Co. (Operator), docket No. G-3244_.._-_- 
Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement and Power 
Digtrict, docket No. F-79306. . --.-- 1-224 sis s---- 
Turnbull & Zoch Drilling Co. (Operator), docket No. G-17960_. 
Virginia Electric & Power Co., docket No. E-6684 
REOPENING OF PROCEEDINGS. 
Crisp County Power Commission, docket’ No, E-7120 


3. SEVERANCE. 


Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin Area), docket No. 
AR61-1 


Jack Properties, Inc., docket No. G—17344____2_-_--.-__--. 
McCarrick, Gouger & Mitchell, docket No. RI60—426 
Northwest Production Corp., docket No. RI65-113 

SuHow Cause. 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a Division of Tenneco Inc., 
docket No. RP67-22 


5. Stay OrpER 


16. 
PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 
| 


Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. CP65—102 
TERMINATION OF PROCEEDINGS. 


Anne Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin Area), docket No. 
61-1 


Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP67-67 


Consolidated Oil & Gas, Inc:, docket No. RI65-290__...._---_- 
D. E. & R. J. Whelan, Inc. (formerly D. E. & R. J. Whelan), 

docket No. RI62-39 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65—393__--.---- 
Jack Properties, Inc., docket No. G-17344 
McCarrick, Gouger & Mitchell, docket No. R160-426 
Southern New Mexico Oil Corp., docket No. RI65-35_...--.- 
Western Natural Gas Co., docket. No. G-19252 


Georgia Power Co., project No. 2591 
Monongahela Power Co., project No.,2477___._-_____._.---- 
Petersburg, Alaska, City of, project No. 2521 


PUBLIC LANDS. 
APPLICATION DENIED. 


Land Withdrawn in Power Site Classification No. 304, docket 
No, DA-525—Oregon Bureau of Land Management, Port- 
Eh Rela i AED A SR LEELA PONE DE ERG 

Lands Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 66, docket Nos. 
DA-520 and 528, Oregon Bureau of Land Management, 
er PRIOON Sere SN oe en cs 

Lands Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 753 and Project 
Nos. 420, 1138, 1222, 1922 and 2328, docket No, DA-88- 
Alaska Bureau of Land Management, Department of the 
Interior 
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. Arges Rate. 
Area Rate Proceeding (Other Southwest Area), docket No. 
ens Se Drea ee rar eee a Do ae ee oS 
. Firings, ScHeputes, Service AGREEMENTS, Etc. 
a. Accepted. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP65-204 
Continental Oil Co., docket No, RI64-395__.------ 
Dalport Oil Corp. (Operator), docket No. CS66-15 
Donnell Drilling Co., docket No. RI67-347_..._.. 77 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., issued June 28, 1967 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-265 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP67-9_.__-__-- ___- 
Humble Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP67-153 
Michigan Gas and Electric Co., docket No. E-7222..-_-_____ 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP64—38_____ 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP67-179__ 
Rodman and Late; docket No: CS66—-48_.- ee 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., issued March 27, 1967.___-__--___- 
South Georgia Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP67-14 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP67-214___.-...-___- 
b. Cancelled. 
Gould; George D., Trustee, docket. No. CS67—30 
O. F. & R. Qil Co., docket No. CS67-48 
Confirmed & Approved. 
United States Department of the Interior, Southwestern Power 
Administration, docket No. E-7172. 


e 


d. Dismissed. 
Salt River. Project Agricultural Improvement and Power 
District, docket No. E-7306_ - - 22 -se2:--2e--4--+------ 
e. Rejected. 


alt River Project Apicutural Improvement and Power 
District, docket No. E-7306 
Required. 
Jonsolidated ‘Oil & Gas, Inec., docket No. RI65-290__._..____- 
D. E. & R. J. Whelan, Inc. (formerly D. E. & R. J. Whelan), 
docket. No. HIG2"30. 04 J9250). cs) S81) DLT Sa. 
Donnell Drilling Co., docket No. R1I67-347___._.-.._._-_--- 
McCarrick, Gouger & Mitchell, docket No. RI60—426 
Northwest Production Corp., docket No. RI65-113______.--- 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. RP65-59 
g. Suspended. 
Donnell Drilling Co., docket No. RI67—347 
. IN GENERAL. 
— Rate Proceeding (Southern Louisiana Area), docket No. 
ON e eee 0h tod. Lele esa SS WAAR 
Samedan Oil Corp. (Operator), issued February 2, 1967 
South Georgia Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP67-14 
Texaco Inc., docket No. RI67-342 
. INcREASE APPROVED. 
Samedan Oil Corp. (Operator), issued February 2, 1967 
. REDUCTION APPROVED. 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP64-38___-__- 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. RP65-59 
. REFUNDS. 
Atlantie Seaboard Corp., docket No. RP65-49__....-.------ 
Consolidated Oil & Gas, Inc., docket No. RI65-290 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP67-9_____....__--_- 
Grisby, Jack W. (Operator), docket No. RI61-96 
Jack Properties, Inc., docket No. G-17344______._-...------ 
McCarrick, Gouger & Mitchell, docket No. RI60-426___-_---- 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP64-38 
Northwest Production Corp., docket No. RI65-113____..---- 
Southern New Mexico Oil ae docket No. R1I65-35__...--- 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. RP65-59- - - 


= 





100, 610 
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RATES—Continued 
6. Rerunps—Continued Page 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. RP67—10__._..._- 612 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP61-18__..._._____- 7 
Western Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-19252__..._..._._. 109 
7. SETTLEMENT. 
a. Amended. 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. RP65-49___..._._._-_- 507 
Gulf Oil Corp. (successor to The British-American Oil Produc- 
ing Co.), deomet Ie: G-IGl.. go oo see ee 325 
Midhurst Oil Corp., docket No. G-18150__............._.-. 983 
b. Approved. 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. RP65-49___.......---- 244 
Consolidated Oil & Gas, Inc., docket No. RI65-290_________- 
D. E. & R. J. Whelan, Inc. (formerly D. E. & R. J. Whelan), 
GOCE NO. AO ein cin Seine encoun adwodrenndwcuie 534 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-393_____-_- 993 
Jack Properties, Inc., docket No. G-17344...........-..---. 398 
McCarrick, Gouger & Mitchell, docket No. R160-426_______- 876 
Northwest Production Corp., docket No. RI65—113__...._.-- 528 
Southern New Mexico Oil Corp., docket No. RI65-35_____-__- 806 
Texas Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP66-418__._._.___- 1027 
c. Denied. 
Blanco Oil Co., docket No. G-20402__._._._....--....-.--- 1042 
d. Rejected. 
espot, acres, a (Operator), docket No. CI65-974-____- 303 
Union Texas Petroleum, docket No. G—13221____.......---- 737 
SECURITIES. 
1. IsSUANCE OF. 
Community Public Service Co., docket No. E-7337__......-- 733 
Consumers Power Co., docket Ma MeFi os 300 
Consumers Power Co., docket No. E~7352_.............---- 1118 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-7328__......-.....-- 94 
Interstate Power Co., docket No. E-7345___............--.- 824 
Iowa Electric Light and Power Co., docket No. E-7342__--.-.- 735 
Iowa Southern Utilities Co., docket No. E-7351__.......-.-- 10006 
Minnesota Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7329__..._...-. 277 


Northern States Power Co. (Minnesota), docket No. E-7335_. 
Northern States Power Co. (Minnesota), docket No. E-7347._. 955 


Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc., docket No. E-7348_-_-_-- 1094 
2. SuPPLEMENTAL AUTHORIZATION. 

Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E~7328_............---. 261 

Interstate Power Co., docket No. E-7345__........--._.-- 909, 943 

Iowa Southern Utilities Co., docket No. E-7044____....----- 1018 

Iowa Southern Utilities Co., docket No. E~7277_.......--.-- 827 


Iowa Southern Utilities Co., docket No. E-7351__.......---- 1039 
Northern States Power Co. (Minnesota), docket No. E-7347.. 1026 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. DOU. ae 894 


° 





